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lust as CA.L!:ED would not Limit anatysis of an isolated facility to a large p~iph~al cmml;
or to th~ chain of lakes option, (79oth of which are widely, perceived as likely to ~ to me~t
¢~:ain oftl~ CALFED solution principles) simLlarty by failing to include with ,Mtmamtiv~ 1
an aggresnivc progrmn to reduc~ diversions, CALFED has not mad~ this legitimam
alternative as robust as possible. CALFED should conduct the necessm~ analyses mad
moddlng to determine what l~v~[ of dmaxaad rtxluetion would be necessary, along ..with a
more exp~msiv~ ecos~ restoration program, in order to me~t the levelof ~<kcystcm
protection d~seribed in the comments of The Bay Institum (December 23, 1996), EDF
(~’anuary 27, 1997), and EPA (IanazsT, 1997) on the operatin8 eri .terkt, ~s well anth¢
previously submitted commettts of the Environmental Water Caucus on the ~eosystem
restoration common program. Developing an er~ciency program without these demand
reduction targets renders the efficiency l~rogram a cosmetic feature, rather than a cenlzal
approach to meeting CALFED objectives.

While r~kacing div~rsionn throaghout the Bay/Delta ~osystem will provide critical
;z~shwamr flows and other ~x~ benefits, mdncin$ Delta ~IXn’ts is l;mtietflarly
critical to th~ ¢eos)~tem. As a plaeeholder, we can asmmae that it would be necessary to
reduc~ pumping fi~m the Delta by th~ san~ amotmt that ~t would be reduced by tl~ smallest
isolated faciJJty und~ consideration. It is esdmmed that this would require a 3 million ~
f~t reduction in ~ports. A land retir~nt/wa~ fights acquisition program that
w-a.er rights on 400,000-600,000 acres of land could gem.rats arlrroxi.um, rely I - 1.5 million
~. A water r~damatioa program eottld generate an additional I million AF south
D~Ita. A strong,r agn" .cultural water ¢onscxvatioa program eeuld generam nnoth~ 500,000
AF ao.t~a oftlm DeJm. Asso~it~d with all oft.hen, ~i~’orts wou/d bo additional savings
ben~ts in tl~ form of mdue2d ~a~rgy comumlYdon, imlx0ved Water qmlity, and mdumd
depletions and ~ntrainm~at.

¯ A p~, Irrobl~n notyet ad~quamly addressed in,Mtemative I is fish eataxinment ~t the
pumps. To addr~s this rmblem wlxi/e training the curtain conve,vanc~ system the
altmmmiv, must provide th~ ability to shiR th~ t=xtporal and volumetric imttmm of Imml~&
At least two s~param versions of this almaxtative ahould be eval~ The :Rr~t ahould look
at z straight d~maml reduction se,mario. The ~ ~ould combine de~amul, reduction with
south of d¢Ita storage. Th, fred up pumping capacity would allow th~ ~ to mov~
wamr .into a morn aggressive conjuncti~,~ us~ Ixogram. or pot~ttially into aew
storage, while still turning offthe pumps dmin_g ~olozieally semsitive 1~’iods.

CALFED e, ould ~ include a variation of A!mmative i that .Sl:mcifies the amount that

formula, and tlmn a11ows.u,~rs to adjust to the mdacti0ns in tlm most eost.eff, etiv~ mmm~
tlarou~h volunta~ market-based trma~ers.
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Analy#t8 Met]~x~olo~y
Otto of the main problems with asing a standard cost-benefit analysia toe a~ri~.dturel ~
con,scrvation b that ~� water price is s~bsidiz~ aad the r~ults oft.he �ost-bene~ analysis
a~ therc.fi;~ sktwed~ that many measures that az’e cost-effective ~rom ~ societal
~’rs~ect~’ve w/11 not pass the cost-~’~cfit test. Ther~ ar~ several .stegs that CALFED could
as� to addr~s this shortcoming.

¯ Fh~ CALFED should i~Iuim a,s¢ of a modified ~logy that �~tabLish~ a ~.
ma~giml/avoided cost that rdlccts the tra¢ cost of water de, liwries. Th¢~ a~ a vafieey
of atrdons for se~ing.this cost. iaol~ig tl~ marke~ pfic~ for water, or the cost of water
fromany new ~ that CALFED is dcvclol~ag.

¯ Second, CALFED shoukt i~o~ eavimm~catalextama~s imo ¢h~ ¢es~-bcadit
analysis.                     ..

¯ " WaterReclamation
CALFED has not yet adequately =~plor~ ~ potential o£ watex recycling to �ontribute to
the BaY/Delta solutiom .Recycled w~er should be comid~ed on
¢nginecriag projects as a.new wa~ Sal~ply ol~don, and as a z’~he, emem sourc~ for water

CALFED should i .d~L~r the.maximum feasibl.� I=~:I of water ~clin~ by region and
~bou~d iach:de ia tlm CALFED i~ogram ~h~ ~mic.1 .and .fmandal ~ources ~ to
achieve tl~ose levels. ~ CALFED’a wamr recycling
recycling projects, th~ have ~ boca la~X~Jcd. By rdying on off’-thc-shq. If
CALFED has failed to.cxploz~ the additional ~ that wat~ recyc.!~g offe~. For

of Bay Area ageaciea ideat~ 200,000 acre-feet of wamr z~,diag ¢lam~ by th~ year
2020. I-Iowcvcr, total wa,stcwa~ ftow~ tu tim regioa
feet by 2020~ md ~t is tedmicafiy fea=’blz to z~7cI� a/most all of that. In Southern
tali~raia the potential ~ of �o=ae, many ~imea great.
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conc.~’ns about the inailequac~es df CALFED’s waZer use eJ~’iency program. We ~e a
~ ~ ~ ~ci~ ~ ~ ~d ~d ~ a c~i~ o£ ~ C~
~~ ~ ~ ~h ~e ~ of ~ ~ ~ ~ ~S, o~ ~ ~ h~~
.~ ~ ~ng ~ef ~ ~ m ~y co~ ~-~ ~p~ ~d
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